Nick Land, David Myatt, And An Exchange Of Comments 


In 2014 and on the internet blog of philosopher Nick Land someone calling themselves 'Simon' - widely-rumoured at 
the time and since to have been antifascist journalist Nick Ryan - engaged in a dialogue with someone (Ms Kerri Scott) 
who had defended both the O9A and David Myatt since at least 2014 as the following screenshot reveals: 
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Waren_S_Gnobe said: + 


I see all of these (genuine) currents as one, as one lineage, because many aspect of some new system (order, esoteric philosophy, 
whatever) wouldn't exist without the previous one to which the latter was contrary to some extent, thus evolving it. And so on. 


I'm inclined to agree with you here. From that perspective, the logos of the O9A is one person's evolution of the LHP perceiveration, just as 
the O9A seven fold way is modern expression of ancient Hellenic hermeticism and a continuation of ancient mystery traditions. 


Sometimes, it's just a question of 'new terms for old’. 


"The ‘outer secret’ of the inner, the real, the living, alchemy is that the end and the result of both our apparently separate journeys is 
the same; the same place, the same understanding, the same knowledge. For wisdom is undivided, the same for all of us, whatever 
we believed or assumed when we began. Or expressed another way, lapis philosophicus is what it is, and always has been, and does 
what it does, and always has done, in terms of how it a&#64256;ects and changes those few who have succeeded in their decades- 
long endeavour and thus discovered it, and discovered it where it has always been hidden." 


The above quotation, from Anton Long, is taken from the very interesting article Myatt, The Septenary Anados, And The Quest For Lapis 
Philosophicus. 


Since the statements by 'Simon' are typical of how certain people perceive and have for years perceived Myatt and 
especially Myatt's post-2012 writings about having rejected extremism, we quote in this Preface just four of Simon's 
comments, with a transcription of the complete dialogue given below, the source of which is: https://web.archive.org 
/web/20190213042013/http://www.xenosystems.net/occult-xenosystems 


In regard to Myatt's rejection of extremism, 'Simon' wrote: 


"[his] constant self-piteous, self-indulgent confessions [...] manically-depressed bits of verse [...] | find it hard 
to really embrace his other 'recent writings’ about the pre-Islamic roots of the name Atazoth... [he] continues 
to lie and hide the truth about himself from others." 


‘Simon’ then went on to claim that Myatt had a "string of unresolved adolescent issues." 


Which comments provide four indicators of prejudice: (i) the arrogant dismissal of hundreds of expiative writings as 
"self-piteous, self-indulgent" and of autobiographical poems as "manically-depressed"; (ii) no mention of either Myatt's 
writings, based on forty years of experience, in which he analysed extremism and its causes, or of Myatt criticisms of 
Hitler and National Socialism; (iii) the unproven assertion that Myatt also wrote various 'recent' O9A texts based ona 
fanatical belief that DM=AL; and (iv) the use of ad hominems in an attempt to disparage Myatt as a person. 


Such prejudice reflects an uncompassionate attitude, the hatred, exemplified by the slogan "never forget, never 
forgive." The comments are also typical of how his opponents dehumanize Myatt, fail to answer questions asked of 
them and fail to provide evidential facts in respect of their assumptions and claims about Myatt, often using ad 
hominems and the fallacy of Ignoratio Elenchi to try to deflect attention away from their failure. 


For instance, and without providing any evidence, one of many pejorative accusations by Ryan about Myatt is that 
Myatt is a "diminutive man" whereas Myatt was five foot nine inches tall which is slightly above the average height for 
men of his post-WWII generation. In response to the accusation, Kerri states that the particular claim about height, and 
the many pejorative accusations and other claims made by Ryan "regarding said person indicate both an obsession 
with and a hatred of said person." 


With an arrogance typical of all extremists with their stereotyping of their enemies and their lack of personal learning 


born from pathei-mathos, Ryan not only hints that Ms Kerri Scott is/must-be Myatt but also makes pejorative 
assumptions about her character: "your chattering teeth", "you've lain awake for half your life dreaming up ways to 
gain such acknowledgment" ,"could it be you just would like to be taller..." 


In the words of one blog respondent, the anti-Myattian replies are also "self-congratulatory and pompous shallow pop- 
psychology analysis of perceived subjects (ie. Myatt, ONA)." 


One reply by Kerri is particularly pertinent: 


"Neither you, nor anyone else, has provided any evidential proof in respect of (i) the rumor he is Anton Long, 
(ii) the rumor he is and has been, since the 1980's, connected with the OYA, (iii) the rumor he is still 
connected with the OYA, (iv) the claim that his post-2009 writings are not his, (v) the rumor that he condones 
O9A culling, (vi) the rumor that his rejection of extremism and remorse is a subterfuge, (viii) that he is 
deceased, and so on and so on. 


Thus the answer to "how can you" presume he is innocent until proven guilty is easy: you can be reasonable, 
civilized, and give him the benefit of the doubt until you (or someone else) provides, or seeks to find and 
then presents, incontrovertible evidential proof in support of such accusations as you have made. 


Until you provide such proof, your accusations about David Myatt - whatever the personal motive behind 
them - remain just unproven (and possibly malicious) accusations." 


The last reply by Kerri went unanswered: 


"Is Anton Long's arcane cultural game (manifest as it in both the O9A and in his own strange 'sinister- 
numinous' life) part of - and a positive contribution to - what has been termed Western civilization, going 
back as that civilization does to classical Greek culture with its pagan, exeatic, yet scholarly/rational ethos? 
Possibly... " 


The exchanges are reproduced as on the blog complete with typos. 


Haereticus The Younger 
2023 


Simon says: 


When i read his [Myatt's] most recent personal writings (if you look for them) that speak of his remorse for endless 
years of hubris and arrogance, and his laments over the passing of his fiance and wife and his old man grief and his 
self-imposed seclusion and his theatrical 'silencio', his self-doubt, his constant self-piteous, self-indulgent confessions of 
his own fallibility and errors, and his manically-depressed bits of verse, | find it hard to really embrace his other ‘recent 
writings' about the pre-Islamic roots of the name Atazoth...and it leaves me intuiting that his numinous and Pathei- 
Mathos aren't worth a lot either...other than the knowing that suffering and adversity are real for everyone. 


So, you know, if that's a 51 yea cycle of evolution, emergence and metamorphosis, | think, for now, I'll hang onto my 
‘outer’ shell and stay underground.. 


Because at the end of every day, people, both magic and mundane, really just want peace..and , especially the old 
ones, don't really care if the peace that feeds them springs from certainty of nothing or certainty of everything.. 


And you cannot tell me Myatt's repentance is an ability of empathy designed as a necessary game-like move - even if 
it is - because you've already said you're inspired, not authorized. 


Kerri Scott Reply: 
October 15th, 2014 at 10:06 pm 
In reply to Simon who wrote: "it leaves me intuiting that his numinous and Pathei-Mathos aren't worth a lot either." 


In fact, Myatt philosophy of pathei-mathos is, IMO, interesting because its primary virtue is that of personal honor and 
because it is "a contemporary mystical pagan philosophy in the [Western] classical tradition, and thus one which 
dispenses with all the unnecessary accretions, and misunderstandings, of the past century that have become attached 
to modern paganism." Source of quote - http://regardingdavidmyatt.wordpress.com/2014/10/08/an-honourable- 
paganus-cultured-way-of-life/ 


Simon Says: 


‘virtue’ and 'honor' cannot be correctly attributed to someone, who, despite his words of repentance and regret for past 
wrongdoings, continues to lie and hide the truth about himself from others. Virtue and honor have no credibility 


without honesty... 


Anyone can paint an ethos full of symbols and pathways to change and truth...but, you know, with myatt, | can't see 
the picture for the noise of his lies.. 


If his system of honor allows for the deception and manipulation of others, that he or his adherents have arbitrarily 
named 'mundanes', then he is, in my own law, a dishonorable and diminutive man... 


As long as the disguise is in place, he is, himself, along with his construct, a 'folly' - in the historical sense of the word 
Genuine personal Honor intrinsically implies courage 


ooo 


Kerri Scott Reply: 
October 16th, 2014 at 6:24 am 


You're apparently basing your pejorative claims about Myatt on the rumor that he is Anton Long and the rumor that his 
involvement with the O9A went beyond his admission of setting it up, and using it for a few years, inthe 1970s as a 
neo-nazi honeytrap to further his subversive neo-nazi agenda. 


If you consider his writings, re virtue and honor, sans such unproven rumors then a quite different picture emerges. 


ooo 


Simon Says: 
Myatt's philosophy and that of your society are almost two lanes of the same freeway.. 


I've read the autobiographical material. Both before and after he revised it. | Know what is in the original and | know 
what he chose to remove on his last edit. 


Even his latest version (revised 2013) is extremely telling of the type of character we are dealing with. His sly but 
proudly admitted ability to change identities at whim... His descriptively-callous treatment of the subject of an old 
woman's murder, where he thought it was amusing to anonymously send the investigative researcher a bunch of 
roses, with a card that was signed; 'A little devil.’ 


It's not that he found that episode amusing to himself, it's that he found it just as amusing to tell the world about 
it...and yet he claims he is now such a penitent man. None of that is funny or clever - it's just boring, old, run of the 
mill, ‘psychopath.’ 


He quotes anonymous sources to back up his versions of everything. What credence is there in that? 


His opening paragraph of Myngath is almost lyrical and Zen-like in its humility and self-deprecation - but from there on 
in it's mostly a barrage of the very hubris he seems to always be decrying. And there's barely more than an 
acknowledgement of his father and mother, which is in itself revealing, particularly coupled with the way feels the 
need to recount all his sexual exploits and highlight his adventures in martial arts. 


Of course, | really do not know who or what Myatt really is, especially at this moment...but, based on his autobiography 
alone, even a 'mundane' psychologist would unwind Myatt's string of unresolved adolescent issues like he was a 
runaway ball of string. 


If you aren't familiar with this stuff then | have great sympathy for you - for your lack of awareness. | just hope you are 
not too far along this journey to not be able to see - in Myatt (or his construct) - what the end-game might really mean 
for you as a human being. 


| do sincerely wish the best for you...there's no one so far gone that they cannot turn around and begin again. 
Keep asking the hard questions and knocking on hard doors - until peace comes.. 

Kerri Scott Reply: 

October 16th, 2014 at 12:38 pm 


[You wrote] "particularly coupled with the way feels the need to recount all his sexual exploits [...] abd based on his 
autobiography alone, even a mundane psychologist would unwind Myatt's string of unresolved adolescent issues like 
he was a runaway ball of string." 


What an awful lot of prejudiced presumptions you make in respect of Myatt especially as, in respect of his 
autobiography, he makes it clear that it is just "an aural recollection to a friend, recorded and then transcribed, of 
SOME events in my wyrdful and sometimes quite eventful life... [and] a concise recalling of some events (with much 
left unwritten), because it is the essence of this particular life, recalled, that in my fallible view is or rather may be 
instructive..." 


As for his recalling of events such a sending someone some flowers, you are interpreting things according to a certain 


bias whereas he, as he writes, is merely being honest about his feelings "at the time", i.e. about what he felt and did in 
the past. That you make no distinction between "then" and "now" is perhaps indicative of your bias. 


As for your quip about him "needing to recount all his sexual exploits" - in fact, he simply recounts his selfishness and 
his dishonourable betrayal of SOME of the women in his life, which is a quite different thing. Again, a certain prejudice 
in respect of Myatt is evident in your assumption and your comment. 


As for him revising pre-publication (note the term pre-publication) drafts of his autobiography, which drafts he made 
freely available, so what? Authors often revise their works, and if Myatt was or wanted to be "sly" - as you assume - he 
wouldn't have made such pre-publication drafts freely available, would he? The fact that he did make them available 
points to his honesty. 


You also wrote that "if you aren't familiar with this stuff then | have great sympathy for you" whereas in fact | have 
personally known Myatt for some years. 


ooo 


Simon Says: 


Ok, let's say | agree with the possibility that all your suppositions re my prejudiced assumptions are correct. Let's say | 
agree with the possibility that all that you have said re my wrongful interpretations of his ‘recollections’ are right. It is 
certainly possible | am wrong. 


Where does that leave us? 


Nowhere - except where we began - with no better understanding of Myatt's person, or his past and present behaviors 
and associations. 


Why? Because it's all hearsay - it's yet one more vain, untested argument in a sea of a trillion threads... 


Even your claim that you know Myatt is as old as the online hills. Just another anonymous, completely unsubstantiated, 
sighting of the mythical Myatt monster.. 


If David is real, and ‘for real’ in his deeply expressed sorrow over the way he has hurt people in the past, including the 
death's he may have inadvertently been involved with, then let's hear and see it outside this flimsy cyber-realm of 
rumors.. 


Ask him, if you know him so well, whether he, himself, is willing to answer hard questions, with a commitment to be 
utterly honorable in his answers. 


If his remorse for his past is as genuine as he intimates in his writings, | imagine, it would be a cathartic experience to 
express these things face to face with another human being (one completely outside his own circle and comfort zone), 
and especially to the world at large. For it was in this world, not the world of the web, where most of his past life was 
lived and it was in this world that he says his 'sins' were committed. 


Or, is he, for whatever reason, still afraid? 


If he is still afraid, then, again, we are back at the beginning, when | said that | believed his numinous and pathei- 
mathos are not worth much, and certainly should not be heralded as an example or ethos for the aspiration of others. 


If he is genuinely desirous of making amends, let's start by hearing his voice and seeing his facial expressions, allowing 
others the chance to intuit his tones and read his body language and discern his real live answers.. 


The wui-we doesn't cut it in the ongoing process of amend-making. Real amends require real action - and, in my own 
experience (and I've had plenty in this area), amends aren't real if they are not uncomfortable. 


That would be my message, if David were still floating out there somewhere where it could be heard by him: "Are you 
willing to become a real person again, David?" 


Kerri Scott Reply: 


October 17th, 2014 at 5:27 am 


You wrote: "If David is real, and ‘for real' in his deeply expressed sorrow over the way he has hurt people in the past, 
including the death's he may have inadvertently been involved with, then let's hear and see it outside this flimsy 
cyber-realm of rumors." 


Perhaps you missed his answers to questions people submitted to him earlier this year? One of the questions was 
about such "inadvertent deaths". Here's the question and the beginning of his answer: 


{quote} Q. In the year 2000 you were accused by a reporter from the BBC Panorama television programme 
of being 


"the intellectual who shaped the ideas propelling Copeland on his road to terrorism" and of inspiring him to 
do what he did. When the reporter then asked whether you had any guilt regarding the loss of life and the 


horrific injuries caused by Copeland's nail bombs you replied that you had no comment to make and that 
what you felt was a private matter. 


So my question is, would you now be prepared to make a public statement and is there, or was there ever, 
any guilt regarding that or other things from your past? 


Answer: If by guilt you mean responsibility for some event or act, then yes | accept | was responsible - both 
directly and indirectly - for causing suffering, during my extremist decades, by what | said, by what | wrote, 
by what | did, and by what and whom | incited and inspired. There is also regret for having so caused such 
suffering. {/quote} Source - http://www.davidmyatt.info/dwm-questions-may2014.html 


You wrote: "Ask him, if you know him so well, whether he, himself, is willing to answer hard questions, with a 
commitment to be utterly honorable in his answers." 


Why don't you post the questions you want to ask here? 


If by “utterly honorable answers" you mean public (or even private) admissions that could be used in evidence against 
him in a court of law then that' an unreasonable demand isn't it? 


You wrote: "If he is genuinely desirous of making amends, let's start by hearing his voice and seeing his facial 
expressions, allowing others the chance to intuit his tones and read his body language and discern his real live 
answers." 


So you're basically saying that if someone who, out of humility, is reclusive and who shuns publicity doesn't agree to 
your request for some sort of televised public interview then he's not genuine in his expressions of regret, and that a 
refusal to meet your demands regarding such a public appearance means that all the accusations you've made against 
him must be true. 


I'm sure I'm not the only one who can see the flaw in such a request: "He's guilty, until he agrees to my demands and 
proves in public and to my satisfaction - even if it means he must incriminate himself and render himself liable to 
prosecution in a court if law - that he's genuinely remorseful." 


ooo 


Simon says: 


Again, absolute hearsay, no evidence that Myatt answered or, for that matter, has even directly been asked those 
questions..we could just as easily be dealing with a puppet-ghost perpetuated for the benefits of a devious society...For 
all anyone really knows, the real reason Myatt might be reclusive is that he is buried in the back of someone's farm or 
in a hidden graveyard of shame for neo-nazis.. 


As for posting questions here, | have already and, so far, I've got back unverifiable air | do have other questions that 
have arisen, but none I'm prepared to ask to an invisible avatar. 


I'm glad you at least inferred he is afraid - of the law courts. It not only implies he still has unresolved guilt but also 
exposes his personal numinous for what | thought it might be - void of any solid usefulness, like giving a man genuine 
courage to face life on life's terms - even if it's in this mundane (causal) world. 


In my view (at this point of time), it's likely this fear of justice has played a large part in his present day hermit-status - 


not so much that he needs time to sit in his backyard, stew over memories, and come up with new ways (games) to 
save/evolve humanity. | suggest also that this fear of justice could be much of the motivation to his renouncing most of 
his writings prior to 2011. The laws are tightening in the Magian world...in some nations, soon an incite to violence - 


even on the web- might very well be treated as an act of terrorism. It is very possible (and I'm willing to be proved 
wrong by him only) Myatt might be afraid of tightening screws - on all sides. 


With that in mind, | will, after all, ask one question. 


Given that you agree that Myatt admitted to setting up this order in question and given that he has gone sorely out of 
his way to proclaim loudly (ahem, writing it on the internet) that he is against all forms of extremism, why has he not 
spoken out openly and publicly against the extremist doctrine of ‘culling’ of this very society he birthed? 


Even if he has thoroughly removed himself from them - it is quite clear that they have not yet removed themselves 
from him. From their representative writings it is obvious that , to them, he is father and prophet. 


Has it never occurred to him, in his newly found love for humankind, that speaking out publicly against these specific 
extremist views might go a much longer way in convincing others he really has changed? 


It could also (possibly) allow the said order to find new room to maneuver itself toward its own evolution. 
Kerri Scott Reply: 


October 18th, 2014 at 7:00 am 


| think the following words by Myatt provide an eloquent riposte to one of the many biased assumptions 'Simon' has 
made about him: 


{quote} The reason why | now do not - and have no desire to - "get involved with social change" (or to "go 
out into the world and try to give something back" as another correspondent recently expressed it) is the 
reality of me having made, and knowing and feeling | made, so many mistakes, shown such poor judgement, 
been so arrogant, so selfish, for so many decades - for most of my adult life. Given this reality, | simply do 
not trust myself anymore not to cause suffering, not to make even more mistakes, not to show poor 
judgement again. Just as | know my responsibility, my blame, for those my past mistakes and their human 
consequences. 


Thus, why would | want to inflict myself on the world anymore? External engagement might in theory (just 
might) be possible for me again were | to have the guidance, the oversight, of others; a moral authoritative 
framework provided by good people | could empathize with and trust to guide, advise, correct me. But even 
then, even then given my past propensity to be hubriatic and selfish, | might veer away from doing what was 
right. 


For the simple honest truth is that | now feel, in my very being, that | have no right to, can find no 
justification for me to - beyond that necessitated by personal honour in the immediacy of the moment - 
interfere in the lives of others, in however small a way even if my initial motives might be (or seemed to me 
to be) good. For who | am to judge, decide, things beyond the purvue of empathy and a very personal 
honour? | am just one fallible exceedingly error-prone human being with a long proven history of impersonal 
interference, of hubriatic, suffering-causing, and selfish, deeds. 


Someone who does not trust himself anymore and who values and tries to cultivate wu-wei. Which is the 
major reason why some months ago | ceased to write (to pontificate) - about anything; leaving me with only 
some few and sporadic (and soon also to cease) personal correspondences such as this. In effect, | feel | am 
not - by being reclusive - retreating from the world, just seeking not to inflict my error-prone self on the 
world, on others. An error-prone self, a person, | admit | now do not like very much." {/quote} - Source: 
David Myatt, 'Understanding and Rejecting Extremism: A Very Strange Peregrination’. 


ooo 


Kerri Scott Says: 


Simon wrote: "Again, absolute hearsay, no evidence that Myatt answered or, for that matter, has even directly been 
asked those questions..we could just as easily be dealing with a puppet-ghost perpetuated for the benefits of a devious 
society." 


That really is a conspiracy-like assumption, especially given the content of those answers (and other stuff) by Myatt 
and the fact that his former political opponents, et al, have accepted that such writings are by him as are the weblog 
and the DM 'info' website. 


But | guess that unproven assumption of yours is at least consistent with your apparent desire to believe the worst 
about him. For it gives you a convenient excuse to reject everything he's written post-2009. 


Simon wrote: "I'm glad you at least inferred he is afraid - of the law courts" 


That's another pejorative assumption you've made about Myatt - because all that was meant was that the sensible 
thing to do is not answer questions in a manner that might provide evidence which could potentially be used against 
you in a court of law. 


There is a difference between being sensible and being ‘afraid’. 


Simon wrote: "In my view (at this point of time), it's likely this fear of justice has played a large part in his present day 
hermit-status." 


Yet another pejorative assumption about Myatt. It really does seem that you've made your mind up about him, that you 
assume the worst about him - and then proceed to interpret everything about him, his deeds and writings, on the basis 
your imaginary ‘evil’ Myatt. 


In other words, you're prejudiced against him. 


Simon wrote: "Has it never occurred to him, in his newly found love for humankind, that speaking out publicly against 
these specific extremist views might go a much longer way in convincing others he really has changed?" 


Has it never occurred to you that his post-2009 writings have done exactly that? Or that those writings - available on 
his blog, website, and in printed books, are in fact by him? But of course you have a very convenient excuse to reject 
those writings because you claim they're not by him and will continue to believe that unless he comes out of 
retirement and publicly answers your questions. 


Why should he care about what you - or indeed anyone - assume or believe about him? Who are you anyway and why 
should anyone take your unproven, conspiracy-like, biased claims about Myatt seriously? 


May | suggest that you compare his now reclusive life, his avoidance of publicity, his refusal to comment about current 


affairs and about political matters - following his rejection of all types of extremism c. 2009 - with the behavior and 
writings of and the media circus surrounding Stephen Lennon (aka Robinson) since that person's apparent rejection of 
extremism. To me, at least, his refusal to engage in public life is consistent with his rejection of extremism and with his 
recently developed weltanschauung. 


If you believe that Myatt's regret about and rejection of his extremist past are some sort of ruse, then it follows that 
you also believe that Myatt's philosophy of pathei-mathos, his poetry, his published post-2006 letters, his post-2011 
writings about extremism - analysing and rejecting all forms of extremism, and thus rejecting intolerance and hatred - 
as well as his many personal post-2009 essays, are somehow contrived or fake or part of some sinister plot or even 
written by someone else. Perhaps, therefore, you could write and publish an analysis of those writings and which 
analysis might some credence to such a belief of yours? 


You might, for instance, begin with analyzing three of his published works: (i) ‘Religion, Empathy, and Pathei-Mathos: 
Essays and Letters Regarding Spirituality, Humility, and A Learning From Grief’. 2013. 60 pages. ISBN 978-1484097984; 
(ii) 'One Vagabond In Exile From The Gods: Some Personal and Metaphysical Musings’. 2014. 46 pages. ISBN 
978-1502396105; and (iii) ‘Understanding and Rejecting Extremism: A Very Strange Peregrination’. 58 pages. ISBN 
978-1484854266. All three of these works are also available as free pdf files on his blog - davidmyatt.wordpress.com It 
would be most interesting to read your detailed analysis of part's two and three of his ‘Understanding and Rejecting 
Extremism’, especially as some of the letters in part three were sent to someone who, apparently, worked for the BBC. 


Now, you could 'poke around’ - like a journalist - and find out who that correspondent was. 


Furthermore, your assumptions about David Myatt don't seem to take into consideration a certain perspective: of him 
possibly being, for several decades, a State (e.g. MI5) covert operative or asset. 


This perspective - which is just as plausible as your prejudiced unproven assumptions about him - explains his strange 
life just as well - if not more so - than the rumor that he was Anton Long and thus has been, for all of his life, some sort 
of "sly satanist" or an evil magus. And "more so" re Column 88, setting up the O9A in the 1970s as a honeytrap, his 
visits to Northern Ireland during ‘the troubles’, his involvement with Combat 18, the fact he wasn't prosecuted for his 
"Aryan terrorist manuals", him being the mentor of Copeland, his subsequent conversion to Islam, his support for Al 
Qa'ida and the fact that he wasn't prosecuted for "inciting Islamic terrorism" despite him justifying suicide attacks and 
9/11 and 7/7. 


Now, if we ignore both rumors - of him being Anton Long and him being some sort of covert State operative - and 
ignore your prejudiced assumptions about his character, then his weird life does make sense in terms of pathei- 
mathos; that is, as someone who - arrogant in his youth, selfish by nature, and violently involved with extremism - 


gradually rediscovers his humanity and thence acknowledges his mistakes, develops a rather mystical 
weltanschauung, and lives a rather reclusive life consistent with that mysticism. 


But | guess nothing | - or anyone - can Say, and nothing Myatt has written or will write, will alter your biased 
perception of the man. 


Simon says: 


I'm sorry, but in your many-paragraphed answer | must have missed the part where David Myatt publicly renounces 
and condemns ‘culling’. 


To say he doesn't need to is, in my view, nonsensical, especially in light of his claims that he now only believes in 
‘love’. And that it was he who incarnated the mob that spew out this doctrine of murder, violence and incitement to 
crime, and encourage and promote it as a necessary part of the initiate's path of adept-ship. He invented the order's 
fundamental belief system - including the star game. 


There is no separating Myatt's overwhelming and permeating influence from the order. 


Does he not have some inherent sense of responsibility and duty as an ‘honorable man’ to speak out for the benefit of 
this order's adherents ( who still venerate him like a messiah) and tell them unequivocally it is wrong? 


| understand how you view my bias. Is it possible for you to see that How and Why David can justify not publicly calling 
for this sick bit of dogma to be abolished might be part of the reason someone like me has some prejudices? 


For me, honestly, it is difficult not to lean towards the conclusion that he is simply playing a typical 09a game of sleight 
of hand, dodging and weaving between two realities, with one hand trying to avoid the scrutiny of media and law ina 
world he believes is passing, while with the other, still coaxing aflame the coals of his true passion; a very sinister and 
murderous society. 


Again, | am wholly willing to be wrong, if David wishes to answer further questions directly. 


But, please understand, hearsay, anonymous avatars and quotes etc are not, in my world, worth anything at all - to 
anyone - except those who are not really concerned with what is real or true, and who are sold on a path for different 
reasons altogether .. 


Kerri Scott Reply: 
October 18th, 2014 at 9:52 am 
You wrote: "There is no separating Myatt's overwhelming and permeating influence from the order." 


That is another of your assumptions: an assumption based on an assumption regarding Myatt and the O9A. There is no 
evidence to support either assumption, which remain just rumor and speculation. 


All Myatt has admitted - consistently from the 1980s on - is that in the early 1970s he was for a short time involved 
(for the purposes of neo-nazi submersion) with an occult group (which he does not name) which was set up as a neo- 
nazi honeytrap. Now, if you have actual evidence in support of assumptions and speculations and rumors to the 
contrary, then do please provide it. Until such evidence is provided it remains speculation and rumor. 


Since your assumption regarding his involvement is just speculation and rumor, why should he make announcements 
about 'culling' or anything to do with the O9A? You might just as well, and just as illogically, assume he was MI5 and 
take his silence on the matter of such an assumption - regarding such rumors and speculation - as some sort of 'proof' 
that he was MI5. 


You wrote: "I am wholly willing to be wrong, if David wishes to answer further questions directly". 


In other words, unless and until Myatt agrees to your demand to take part in some sort of media circus - and answers 
your questions in a way you find satisfactory - you will continue to believe that your unproven (and prejudiced) 
assumptions and conspiracy theories about him are correct. 


So, I'll repeat what | asked you: who are you, and why should he care about what you - or indeed anyone - assume or 
believe about him? He has nothing to prove, while you have no evidence in support of your assumptions and 
conspiracy theories about him. 


In effect, therefore, it seems you're committing a local fallacy: the burden of proof. Which burden of evidential proof 
lies with you. 


What proof have you that his weblog and website are not his? What proof have you that the writings on those sites are 
not his? What proof have you that his published books - some of which | referenced in a previous reply - were not 
written by him? What proof have you regarding your assumption of him being Anton Long and being involved with the 
O9A from the 1980s onward? What proof have you that we was not involved with MI5? What proof have you that he did 
not corresponded,a few years ago, with someone from the BBC? And so on. 


ooo 


Simon says: 


Well, there's proof in plain sight that an intelligent nose will find easily - and there's proof hidden, which, | am certain 
time will take care of... 


| didn't even want to start with the Myatt/Anton Long conglomeration but since you keep raising it and since it's clear 
‘the mad monk’ isn't making an honest appearance, let's have just a brief look at a couple of links and let others 
decide.. 


https://regardingdavidmyatt.wordpress.com/tag/anton-long/ 


The intro is offered by KS - hmm, wonder who that might be..and it's even got a year date underneath; 2014...This 
intro is all about Pathei-Mathos, the phrase that is continually popping up as a central theme in both the present day 
writings of Myatt and the writings of 09a (infact, any cursory reading of almost any of the order's material and Myatt's 
will leave the reader with the only conclusion possible; that the two are intrinsically interconnected in the most overt, 
as well as the most subtle ways).. 


..but, all that aside lets look further down the page to the next section. We have a picture of Myatt. Above the picture is 
the title 'A Modern Mage’. Underneath the picture is the tag description of the picture 'Mage Myatt’. 


Next line down we have the title ‘Anton Long and the Order of Nine Angles’. Interesting. Click on it. It's a PDF file. 


https://regardingdavidmyatt.files.wordpress.com/2014/07/myatt-mage-o09a-v2.pdf There we see at the head of the 
document a much bigger picture of Mage Myatt, with the title of the picture above that reads, "A Modern Mage. Anton 
Long and the Order of Nine Angles". 


Same picture, only one says "Mage Myatt’ and the other "Anton Long".. 


Even if you come up with something especially silly to explain that away, the text in the opening paragraphs of both 
links, mention the 'pseudonymous Anton Long' and 'his strange life', which is exactly how Myatt describes his own 
life.... Then the lines, a few paragraphs down on the second link, about the Mage's (Myatt's) ability to shape shift into 
various persona's and identities.. There's so much more to see if you look just a little - or a lot. 


Better scrabble around and do some more editing and revisions - if you want to hold any semblance of a line that Long 
and Myatt are not one and the same. 


Maybe when you lot were given your shape shifting abilities it was at the expense of your mental faculties. 


The thing with the internet, it can be very hard to get everything - people copy stuff and save it - even from years and 
years back..people (and some groups) don't forget either - people tend to remember wrongs done to them or their 
family.. 


Then one day.. a dark figure appears at the door of the home of a weaselly ‘little devil’, with just one announcement, "It 
is time", and drags that inconsequential little fellow off through a journey of long, deep darkness, and into an ‘abyss' 


quite different from the one he imagined he'd be seeing.. 
PS: 


If | came to this thread and | was seriously looking at the Odor of Nine Ankles as a place to hang my hat - I'd think 
again - At first their words will be white as snow - but the words on the contract you'll ultimately sign are blacker than 
the darkest of deeds. 


No-one can say they have not been warned. 


If, on the other hand, you're already entwined with them, after being recruited to via instar game, and no longer wish 
to be - either on the internet (with their japes & games etc) or in the 3d world - | can help you, please feel free to 
contact me. 


Kerri Scott Reply: 
October 18th, 2014 at 5:30 pm 


Simon: | asked you for evidential proof of your assumptions re Myatt and the O9A and you give links to internet texts 
that do not provide any such proof. Instead of evidential proof, such texts merely repeat the assumption that 
Myatt=Long and make further speculations, and connections, based on that assumption. 


Indeed, one of texts you linked to clearly states: {quote} "the as yet unproven claim that Anton Long was a 
pseudonym used by David Myatt and that Myatt set up the ONA in the 1970s and codified "its teachings into a fully 
developed system of initiation and training for adeptship". {/quote} 


| find it interesting that you now resort to using such internet texts - written by anonymous individuals or by individuals 
whose real-world identity is unknown or unverified - in support of your assumptions about Myatt, and yet you 
previously stated that, in the case of Myatt, such Internet texts are dubious, "unverifiable", and lack credence. 


So, (i) according to your own criteria, you are - in support of your assumptions - citing dubious, unverifiable texts that 
lack credence, and (ii) using texts which, in addition to being dubious, unverifiable and lacking credence, do not 
present any evidential proof whatsoever to support your assumptions. 


Thus, since you have provided no evidential proof, your assumptions about Myatt and the Order of Nine Angles were, 
and remain, unproven assumptions and/or mere rumors. That some people make and have made the same or similar 
assumptions - and/or believe the same rumors about him as you do - does not make them true. Indeed, no one has yet 
provided any evidential proof whatsoever regarding such assumptions and rumors about Myatt. 


The rational - the honorable, the fair - thing therefore is surely to give Myatt the benefit of the doubt. 


As for the O9A, they undoubtedly have a vested interest in propagating the myth that Myatt=Long. 


ooo 


Kerri Scott Reply: 
October 18th, 2014 at 6:29 pm 


You wrote: "One day.. a dark figure appears at the door of the home of a weaselly ‘little devil’, with just one 
announcement, "It is time", and drags that inconsequential little fellow off through a journey of long, deep darkness, 
and into an ‘abyss' quite different from the one he imagined he'd be seeing.." 


It's interesting that you end by resorting to making veiled threats in respect of a person you so clearly dislike and 
whom for some reason - or because of prejudice - you regard as responsible for "various things". Perhaps someone will 
pass such threatening remarks on to the relevant authorities. You can then explain that you were really only outlining 
the plot of a new novel that you are intending to write...in which even ‘darker figures’ than your doorstepping assailant 
intervene, with help from the security services of course... 


Simon says: 


Dear person going by the name 'Kerrie Scott’, the first internet texts of the two | linked - that you say | am 'resorting to 
using' - is prefaced by someone going by the initials KS and dated this year.. 


Proof is not even a word in play when connecting the Myatt-Long-o09a dots...a monkey with a blunt pencil joins that 
map in its sleep.. 


Still, as far as I'm concerned, the long-myatt issue is so easily provable that it really is a red herring, and one that you 
would probably prefer to be the battlefront. 


The real matters are what Myatt and the 09a gang might be up to these days, particularly on the internet, using long- 
developed, tried methods of puzzles and game-playing and deceptiveness to either lure unsuspecting ‘targets’ or to 
Sabotage what they see as obstructions to their short and long term goals. They use right hand path terms and 
precepts, along with classical pagan traditions to invite conversation with others who may have such things in 
common, all with the view of gradually, purposefully, gently manipulating the unsuspecting into their sinister fold. And 
| don't mean sinister in a nice, esoteric way - | mean sinister as in the classical abstract, lying, devilish, violent, 
cheating, dishonorable, mafia-like, fundamentally evil way.. 


Infact, the 09a will claim to hold to any ‘abstraction’ in order to reach out to someone or some group or some forum 
and represent themselves in the particular language/ethos of that someone, group or forum - They will use anyone and 
anything to get a hook into the mouth of a fish and because they are completely amoral it does not matter how it is 
done. 


To many, they say, if it is power you are after, we've got it. Acausal energies that can be experienced via the seven fold 
way, rituals and the star game. And the thing is, you may well experience acausal energies, but from my own 
experience and the experience of others, | tell you these energies are powers that are very limited and very temporal. 


They are themselves disguised and are not, even to many members of the order, what Myatt/others claim they are. | 
give that they are supernatural powers but they have their own hidden, very insidious purposes. Ultimately they will 
own and warp your soul, imprisoning you before you are even aware of what has happened. 


As for the heart of the order's system, not only is culling part of the seven fold way but to manipulate someone else to 
commit a culling is as if you have done it yourself.. 


Read this excerpt from Anton Long: 


"Sometimes a Satanist may undertake a culling - either during a magickal ritual or in the real world (e.g. by 
assassination, manipulating someone to do the deed). Whether or not this is done depends on the Destiny of 
the individual Satanist - on whether a particular person or persons need removing in order for that Destiny to 
be attained. 


However, all victims for such removal must be suitable - that is, they will be judged as worthless, dross: or 
be suitable because their removal will aid the sinister dialectic. They, of course, will be judged and found 
Suitable, Satanically. In practice, this means that once someone has been judged to be worthless (in terms of 
their character and deeds) or otherwise found to be suitable for sacrifice, they will be tested in order to 
confirm this judgement/suitability. The tests give them a sporting chance. Two or three tests are usually 
conducted, without the victim's knowledge. Only if they fail these tests will a culling be undertaken, for the 
glory of Satanism in general. 


The "raison d'etre" for Satanic culling, is some people are worthless, a liability to evolution, and their removal 
is healthy: it aids the human stock. And thus helps to achieve Satanic goals. 


Further, those chosen really choose themselves, by their deeds - they reveal their worthless character or 
their suitability by what they do, or do not do, in real life. Thus, a culling is akin to an act of 'natural justice’, a 
restoration of the creative imperative." 


Hear the vile, manipulative words, anyone? This is what you will deal with - sooner or later - if you wish to progress as 
a Satanist of the 09a kind.. 


As for claims that Myatt is now well out of the above picture remains utterly untested. You ask why | cannot give this 
man the benefit of the doubt? | had to laugh at that, I'm sorry. 


How can |, or any reasonable being, give him the benefit of the doubt when a) we cannot even attest to whether he is 
still on earth and b) he refuses to step briefly into the light, answer a few questions, announce that he no longer has 
anything to do with 09a and condemn the doctrine of culling and incitement to violence and crime. 


Even the latter two would go quite far - at least, for me. All that he needs is a smartphone or a webcam, 5 minutes of 
time, followed by a simple youtube upload. 


What is he afraid of? That he'll become a target. Osama, Snowden and Assange all managed regular video 
appearances and they either were at one time or still are among the USA's most wanted men on the planet.. 


| mean, in reality, | should have much more reason to be afraid than he does. I'm fully out in the open, attacking the 
order and its daddy like a bulldog to bone. 


| suspect the difference is that my own pathei-mathos has left me with less attachment to this world's ‘abstractions’ 


than myatt's; that how | leave this earth is less important to me than whether or not my own version of honor is in 
place when that moment comes. | believe and hope that | will fall down in true honor, unlike these cowardly, grubbers 


of the 09a, who will all eventually pass too - only they, if they have not turned around, will go out knowing only fear 
and emptiness - with a soul as void of love as nothingness itself. 


.. Yes, please contact the authorities with claims of my veiled threats. Here's an assortment of links to get you started. 


http://www. nationalcrimeagency.gov.uk/about-us/what-we-do/national-cyber-crime-unit http://law.jrank.org/pages 
/700/Computer-Crime-Agencies-focused-on-computer-crimes.html http://content.met.police.uk/Article/AntiTerrorist- 
Hotline/ https://tips.fbi.gov/ 


(This link is a simple, easy to use formatted message carrier, where one can directly supply information and is, or so 
the rumor goes, regularly swept by other various international agencies - not just the FBI) 

http://www. nationalsecurity.gov.au/WhatAustraliaisdoing/Pages/TheNationalSecurityHotline.aspx (One from my country 
is probably the best option) 


| encourage you to utilize these links. Use the hotlines - a little more secure than online - or do both is even better. 


You have my details, which makes it easier - and | imagine they will be easily able to match them with the details of 
my own contacts with them. 


(honor aside - it's never a bad idea to do the little things to cover one's own arse) 

Kerri Scott Reply: 

October 19th, 2014 at 7:40 am 

You wrote: "as far as I'm concerned, the long-myatt issue is so easily provable" 

Yet neither you - nor anyone else - have provided any evidential proof. 

You wrote: "How can l...give him the benefit of the doubt when...he refuses to [do what | demand he does]" 


Giving a person the benefit of the doubt (the presumption of innocence) until incontrovertible evidential proof to the 
contrary is provided is one of the fundamentals of a civilized society. 


Neither you, nor anyone else, has provided any evidential proof in respect of (i) the rumor he is Anton Long, (ii) the 
rumor he is and has been, since the 1980's, connected with the OYA, (iii) the rumor he is still connected with the O9A, 
(iv) the claim that his post-2009 writings are not his, (v) the rumor that he condones OYA culling, (vi) the rumor that 
his rejection of extremism and remorse is a subterfuge, (viii) that he is deceased, and so on and so on. 


Thus the answer to "how can you" presume he is innocent until proven guilty is easy: you can be reasonable, civilized, 
and give him the benefit of the doubt until you (or someone else) provides, or seeks to find and then presents, 
incontrovertible evidential proof in support of such accusations as you have made. 


Until you provide such proof, your accusations about David Myatt - whatever the personal motive behind them - 
remain just unproven (and possibly malicious) accusations. 


You wrote: "What is he afraid of?" 


That's just another of your pejorative assumptions - for you're basically saying: "if he doesn't do what | want, then he 
must be afraid of something." 


You wrote: "Read this excerpt from Anton Long..." 
So what? Who - according to incontrovertible evidential proof - is Anton Long? 


You wrote: "the first internet texts of the two | linked... is prefaced by someone going by the initials KS and dated this 
year." 


So what? Do that alter the fact that you haven't provided any evidential proof for your accusations about Myatt? No. 


Does that alter the fact that your assumptions about Myatt are pejorative? No. Does it alter the fact - deducible from 
what you have written here - that you are biased and prejudiced against (and most probably hate) Myatt? No. 


You wrote: "| should have much more reason to be afraid than he does." 


1. Given (certainly according to urban legend and possibly also in reality) that the O9A may include or possibly has 
associated with it certain types of people, then the first part of your statement - that one person has a reason to be 
afraid - may possibly have some merit. 


2. However, the second part of your statement - that a certain other person may be ‘afraid’ - is just another pejorative 
assumption, and furthermore - given the violent past of that person, his documented skill in a certain martial art, the 
fact he possibly has contacts in the security services, and that he is known to always carry a weapon - is an 
assumption that is contrary to reality. More fiction than fact. 


You wrote: "my own pathei-mathos..." 


Perhaps you could make your fictional version of Myatt the villain of some novel?! 
Simon says: 


Actually, no, what | wrote (in fullness) was "..as far as I'm concerned, the long-myatt issue is so easily provable that it 
really is a red herring, and one that you would probably prefer to be the battlefront. " 


From your increasingly desperate ramblings about 'proof' and ‘evidence’, | see my prediction was correct. You'd much 
rather talk red herrings than fundamentals. Like the sort | raised in my previous post (above)..ie the excerpt from the 
order's cowardly, culling doctrine, and my description of other various, present-day japes and ruses that 09a employ 
online to woo new victims into their murky world. 


NB: Much of what | have written is not for your benefit, ks. 
Just to refresh my warning: Watch out for the 09a associate who comes calling into forums with words of agreement - 


however harmless or abstract the subject might be. Tis their way. Look at all their fine print. Examine everything. If you 
are looking for a justifiable ethos of violence then hop on their boat, all the while singing to yourself, ‘it's the good ship 
lollypop’. But if you see through their white disguise and into their black heart, then run a mile, and be thankful you 
missed a free trip on the titanic. 


Back to you, ks; don't you know that the first precept of internet forums is that 'nothing is, has or ever shall be 
proven?’ 


Proof and evidence are words that really are only of worth outside this realm..in places where justice sometimes 
happens. 


As for your last two paragraphs (I blinked past the other mumblings).. 


KS says, "1. Given (certainly according to urban legend and possibly also in reality) that the O9A may include or 
possibly has associated with it certain types of people, then the first part of your statement - that one person has a 
reason to be afraid - may possibly have some merit." 


| say, You already have my details, out in the open, but, feel free to email me for my exact address. 


KS says, "2. However, the second part of your statement - that a certain other person may be ‘afraid’ - is just another 
pejorative assumption, and furthermore - given the violent past of that person, his documented skill in a certain 
martial art, the fact he possibly has contacts in the security services, and that he is known to always carry a weapon - 


is an assumption that is contrary to reality. More fiction than fact." 


| say, Your highlighting ancient rumors that | did not raise and that may or may not have even circulated about his 
martial arts skills or propensity for violence or carrying of weapons is so very telling it made me, for a moment, feel 
genuinely sorry for said 'certain other person’... 


For some reason it made me think of the Wizard of Oz., at the end, when Dorothy discovers that behind the terrifying 
light and sound show was a very sad, lonely man.. 


| hope that is not true really. That, | think would be almost unbearably sad. | would much rather believe that myatt was, 
at least, a willing (or even unwilling) masthead for a real society. 


Still, whatever the case, your last question to me; "Perhaps you could make your fictional version of Myatt the villain of 
some novel?!" deepens this sadness immensely... 


To which, | can barely bring myself to whisper 'no'... 
Kerri Scott Reply: 
October 20th, 2014 at 6:04 am 


You opined: "what | wrote (in fullness) was ..as far as I'm concerned, the long-myatt issue is so easily provable that it 
really is a red herring." 


Ignoratio elenchis. Because now you Say "it's a red herring" after failing to produce any evidential proof of your 
assumption regarding Myatt being Long. An assumption which you made several times, and an assumption which led 
you to make various claims regarding Myatt. 


Furthermore, although you state that it is "so easily provable", you have not supplied at evidential proof that the issue 
has indeed been proved or that you (or indeed anyone) can "easily" prove it. 


You wrote: "your increasingly desperate ramblings”. 


Most amusing, because this seems to be some attempt by you to deflect attention from your failure to back up your 
claims and assumptions about Myatt with actual evidence. In fact, your remarks about "increasingly desperate 
ramblings" actually relate to what you are now writing. 


You wrote: "the excerpt from the order's cowardly, culling doctrine" 


You obviously either (i) have not properly researched OYA culling, or (ii) you are disseminating disinformation. Because 
O9A texts - from the 1980s on - make it clear that all potential opfers must be given "a sporting chance" (i.e. three 
tests) in order to determine their suitability. Furthermore, they are chosen initially - before such tests - on the basis of 
actual deeds they have done. 


You wrote: "a very sad, lonely man" 


Again, most amusing, and also indicative. Amusing, because your pejorative assumption regarding a particular person 
is so far from the truth it's laughable. Indicative, because psychologically it does so help to so portray - to others, and 
to yourself - your "enemies" as you would like them to be. It's makes them less scary, less of a threat, if you in your 
imagination demean and diminish them. 


You also wrote: "my own version of honor." 


Yes indeed, your version. Which version apparently means (i) that you consider it honorable to believe that someone is 
guilty even though there is no evidential proof of said guilt, and (ii) that you can judge someone without having 
personally met and known them for an extended period of time, and (ili) that in respect of Myatt you consider him 
guilty until he accedes to your demand to participate in some media circus and gives answers that you personally 
approve of, and (iv) that you can make unproven accusations against, and belittle, someone you have never met, and 
(v) that you consider that publicly spreading rumors, and making accusations about, someone is an honorable thing to 
do. 


As for me, | admit | agree with Myatt's understanding of honor as manifest in his post-2009 philosophy of pathei- 
mathos, and that: {quote} "honour - by its and our @botc - is and can only ever be personal, and thus cannot be 
extracted out from the ‘living moment’ and our participation in the moment" {/quote} and thus implies a personal 
knowing of individuals. 


Therefore, you can only know if a person is honorable or dishonorable through personally knowing them, and their 
deeds, over a period of time. Anything else is prejudice, bias, bigotry. 


But perhaps you never bothered to research Myatt's understanding of honor as manifest in his post-2009 philosophy of 
pathei-mathos? Possibly because you were and remain biased in respect Myatt and thus irrationally believe that his 
‘philosophy of pathei-mathos' is either some sort of sly jape by him or was actually invented by someone else who just 
happened to use, for some sinister reason, Myatt's name... 


On the basis of what you have written - and | admit to making assumptions about you - you comes across as just 
jealous, envious, of Myatt and his "strange, exeatic, and documented life and accomplishments” which make your own 
life seem mundane and yourself a very sad man hiding behind vitriolic words directed at perceived enemies... 


Or, perhaps, you are so subsumed with hatred of the man - for some prejudiced reason or because you believe some 
rumor or rumors about him - that he (or your villainous version of him as Anton Long) has invaded your mind to the 
detriment of reason and honor and therefore launched you on a crusade and which anti-Myatt crusade you find vivifies 
you and provides you with a raison d'etre and makes sense of whatever personal tragedies you may have encountered 
in the past. For most of us need a villain upon whom we can project various things, including our own failings, hatreds, 
and dark feelings... 


Which would, of course, explain why you seem intent on portraying Myatt in a very derogatory, demeaning, way and 
contrary to the reality known by people who have personally known Myatt for a while. For it does so help to so portray 
one's "enemies" in such derogatory, demeaning, way. And how someone so demeaningly portrays - or thinks of - a 
hated enemy often betrays what they really think, deep down, about themselves... 


You wrote: "yes, please contact the authorities with claims of my veiled threats." 
Already done, by "various people". 
You wrote: "my own pathei-mathos..." 


So just what are your documented experiences, your documented deeds, that led to your pathei-mathos? How do they 
compare with the documented experiences and documented deeds of Myatt? 


Since you have lambasted Myatt and made assumptions about him, it is apposite - only fitting - to consider how your 
documented experiences and documented deeds compare to his. Or do you not have any similar documented 
experiences and deeds? 


ooo 


Simon says: 


I'm sorry, | must've forgotten to say goodbye. 


KS: Don't let it worry you, go back to what you are doing and pretend | wasn't here. If anyone asks me, I'll tell them 
that you won. 


As for anyone else who is floating by here, please read this thread carefully to get an inkling about the real spirit 
behind 09a. 


And, if | can also add a respectful note of caution (not assumption or accusation) that you can totally disregard if you 
don't like it. I'm 50 years old now and a dinosaur in many ways. Secrets may be important to your world. It feels good 
to know things and be enlightened in ways others may not be. In my experience, how we chose to deliver our 
understanding to others (and what we keep from them) can be more important than what we know. 


ie, case in point, myatt, as a young man, or so his 'recollections' go, believes he can save/evolve humanity...What an 
awesome aspiration... Yet, for whatever reason, it isn't long before his insights allow him a system of belief that 
classifies around 95% of the human race as 'mundanes' and that justifies murdering human beings on a whim - after, 
as KS pointed out (above), "giving them a sporting chance", of course. 


The world and our lives are built on the precept of trouble. There's always ways to improve things, perhaps. But there 
is no fixing it - at least, not in the way many of us think there are. 


Things even more essential to life than its troubles, like the path of growing in love for ourselves and for others, are 
much more real when out in the open. 


Not everything should be encrypted.. 
Kerri Scott Says: 


You wrote: "As for anyone else who is floating by here, please read this thread carefully to get an inkling about the real 
spirit behind 09a." 


The Order of Nine Angles watchwords that are relevant re the comments here are: confusion, paradox, uncertainty, 
propaganda, and laughter. 


Sow confusion, be paradoxical, create uncertainty about certain matters (or individuals), let others be the 
propagandists, and be amused or amuse (if only mildly) the sagacious. 


ooo 
Simon says: 
we also have a disclaimer: 
NIX, NIX, Nj77, 19104] 

ooo 
Kerri Scott Says: 


Perhaps more apposite, in the context of the comments here, is: @vntotow avwiotwv MOAgWV TEP OLSEV AMPAOTOTEPOV 
MEAETAL VOoUV AVOpPwroLoL. (Vitae Homeri) 


ooo 


Simon says: 

100% accurate Kerri, regarding the Homer quote, especially about this thread. Intentions are not easily seen.. 
But intentions aside there's probably a lot else that can be discerned from the comments. 

Kerri Scott Reply: 

October 23rd, 2014 at 7:10 am 

You wrote: "But intentions aside there's probably a lot else that can be discerned from the comments." 

One lives in hope... 


As for discerning things about the O9A, beyond the exoteric, outer, appearance: can or should the OYA be classified 
under NRx or viewed as not necessarily incompatible with NRx? Possibly, or possibly not: depending of course on how 
one understands both NRx and the OYA. 


On the "possibly not" side: 


1. There is a disdain, in respect of the O9A, of denotatum, and thus a disdain of the consequent identification with 


“appearance” (with some-thing, such as a category) rather than the necessary wordless and personal apprehension of 
beings and Being. Hence, vis-a-vis the O9A, the appellation 'the sinisterly-numinous tradition’, which is of course itself 
a denoting implying a "division" and a "belonging" and possibly an "essence" (or some-thing) beyond appearance, and 
which thus is - esoterically - still fallacious. 


2. There are the exoteric and esoteric techniques designed (recently or anciently) to get the individual to experience - 


and thus know - a wordless and personal apprehension of beings and Being. Hence, of course, confusion, paradox, 
uncertainty, propaganda, laughter, pathei-mathos, challenges, insight roles, exeatic living, adversarial dialectics, and 
an anados. 


On the "possibly" side there is: 
1. A recognition of "mundane-ness"; of the fact that the majority of human beings are still rather primitive (i.e. 


unintelligent, uncultured) beings who have not significantly changed over the past millennia despite science, 
education, "the lessons of history", and so on and so on. 


2. That one possible way to so change this is to (a) evolve, over decades and centuries, individuals individually (via, for 
example, esoteric - an occult - gnosis) and (b) to champion various 'aeonic' concepts, and strategies, as a means of 
achieving certain strategic goals such as changing such outer forms, or developing new forms, as might evolve 
significant numbers of humans on a time-scale of a century or two. 


3. Aeonic concepts such as those related to the evolution of the human stock (an evolution than could be 
conceptualized via culture, intelligence, civilization, and so on), via (and to give just one example) harnessing 
technology to achieve the goal of space exploration with the consequent development of more diverse, and probably 
more complex, human civilizations. 


4. The strategy of developing new types of societies, here on Earth, via the ethics of 'kindred honor' and the 
consequent formation of cultures which usurp the authority of "the State". 


5. The exoteric and esoteric techniques designed (recently or anciently) to get the individual to experience - and thus 
know - a wordless and personal apprehension of beings and Being. Hence, of course, confusion, paradox, uncertainty, 
propaganda, laughter, pathei-mathos, challenges, insight roles, exeatic living, adversarial dialectics, and an anados. 


ooo 


Simon says; 

This previous quotation from one of your earlier posts is what sums up our differences. 

"You obviously either (i) have not properly researched O9A culling, or (ii) you are disseminating disinformation. 
Because OYA texts - from the 1980s on - make it clear that all potential opfers must be given "a sporting chance" (i.e. 


three tests) in order to determine their suitability. Furthermore, they are chosen initially - before such tests - on the 
basis of actual deeds they have done." 


For clarification (for anyone who remains interested), ‘culling’ means killing and the word 'opfer', well, you can check 
out its meaning yourself: 


http://www.urbandictionary.com/define.php?term=opfer 

and btw, don't be so hard on yourself, | wouldn't remotely describe you as masculous, kerri 
Kerri Scott Reply: 

October 24th, 2014 at 11:57 am 


It is most amusing, as well as possibly indicative re your @votc, that you - jocularly or otherwise - associate yourself 
with my quotation (and its philosophical, reflective context and meaning) while attempting to dissociate yourself from 
your quotation (and its harsh, masculous context and meaning). Enough said, already. 


Kerri Scott Reply: 
October 24th, 2014 at 12:29 pm 


@Simon: It is (or so it seems to me, at least) perhaps indicative that you resort to linking to some un-scholarly, 
uncultured, internet definition of a word such as opfer rather than to (a) its scholarly meaning and (b) its esoteric 
meaning as evidenced by a scholarly study of ancient texts from the Hellenic, to the Christian, to the gnostic, to the 
alchemical, to its relevance in European paganus religiosity, to its etymology. 


One hint, from so many: Negel, Joachim: "Ambivalentes Opfer: Studien zur Symbolik, Dialektik und Aporetik eines 
theologischen Fundamentalbegriffs" (Paderborn, Munchen, 2005). 


Simon says: 


Yeah, 'most amusing’ ... | can just hear your laughter through your chattering teeth 


Kerri Scott Reply: 
October 24th, 2014 at 12:38 pm 
You wrote: "I can just hear your laughter through your chattering teeth." 


If you psychologically need to so make such a pejorative and unwarranted assumption about someone whom you have 
declared (or whom you assume or believe) is your "enemy", then you do. Which assumption surely is, of itself, 
indicative. 


Simon says: 


Yes, ‘sacrifice’ makes everything better...so glad you explained that one May | suggest that before posting you try 
saying this stuff out loud, while looking at yourself in the mirror..you know, just as an experiment. 


| don't remember ever encountering someone within whom the marriage of intelligence and lack of awareness was so 
successful. 


"My enemy?" You wish, lol. | bet you've lain awake for half your life dreaming up ways to gain such acknowledgment. 
Kerri Scott Reply: 

October 24th, 2014 at 1:15 pm 

Simon opined: 

1. "Yes, sacrifice makes everything better". 


Which (IMO) is a propagandistic attempt at deflection which obviously does not (i) address the issue of you offering an 
internet (i.e. a mundane) definition of opfer, and (ii) of there being - as | indicated - a scholarly interpretation of the 
term. 


2. "| bet you've lain awake for half your life dreaming up ways to gain such acknowledgment." 


Which is yet more of the same - and now so obviously psychologically needed - pejorative and unwarranted 
assumptions by you about someone, or about "various individuals" concatenated (via your imagination) into one 
"enemy". 


As someone once wrote: TadTa MPWTWC OUK OPOWc 006’ GANOWc AELooTAL MPWTOV HEV yap OD SOVAOU TO 'pN AEVELV 
tic Mpovet,' AAAG vodv ExovtOcG avVHpPOdc Ev KaLtpoic Kal TPGYUQOLY ExEUUOiacKkal OlWMAG SEOUEVOLG WOTIEP AVTOG 
GAAAXOOL BEATLOV ElpNKE OLyav BO’ Grou Set Kal AEyE tv’ AOMaAEC 


ooo 
Simon says: 


The constant need to differentiate (heighten) oneself above the masses of 'mundanes' is clinically textbook. There are 
many in our contemporary world who understand this at a blink. (Tis not the first time..) Could it be you just would like 
to be taller? | mean, | got an email the other day from a company that offers that type of service. | could pass it on.. 


"Persons of high self-esteem are not driven to make themselves superior to others; they do not seek to prove their 
value by measuring themselves against a comparative standard. Their joy is being who they are, not in being better 
than someone else." 


Dr. Nathaniel Branden (psychotherapist/author) 
Although, | cannot recommend him with 100% confidence..(psst: I've heard an unconfirmed rumor he's a mundane.) 


ooo 


Kerri Scott Reply: 


October 25th, 2014 at 4:36 am 
Simon opined: "Could it be you just would like to be taller?" 


Yet another pejorative assumption by you, which (as with all your other such assumptions about me and other 
individuals you have never met, and your argumentum ad hominem) simply amount to diversionary tactics. The topic 
is the O9A, about which you have demonstrated a singular lack of understanding, with such tactics employed when 
such a misunderstanding by you is mentioned or revealed, a recent example being the term opfer, and earlier ones 
your many pejorative (evidentially unproven) assumptions regarding Myatt. 


Thus the answer as to why | have not responded to many of your diversionary comments/pejorative assumptions 
should be obvious. But here is the two-part answer anyway: (i) because they're irrelevant, and (ii) because, given their 
nature, they are IMO undeserving of a reply. 


As for aforementioned indicative and pejorative assumption of yours re "height", it is most indicative since (i) you have 
apparently (and amusingly) assumed that | am a particular person, and (ii) you have made such a claim about the 
height of that particular person many many times before, and (iii) such a claim, in respect of that person, is quite 
contrary to the proven reality, and (iv) that particular claim, and the many pejorative assumptions and other claims 
(and threats) made by you regarding said person indicate both an obsession with and a hatred of said person. 


That said, I'm no longer expecting a serious - let alone a scholarly - debate with you either about the O9A or about it's 
relation, if any, to NRx. 


ooo 


Simon says: 


..maybe you think too much... i gave up imagining you were anybody in particular quite a while back...as for the height 
comment, it was just my intention to use it to highlight the issue of this fallacious ideology of superiority over 
others...Actually, | was thinking of Adolf, who had a poor body image while he was growing up, being that he was of 
short stature and slight build and with only one nut. Sorry, using 'nut' is UN-scholarly of me. He only had one testicle. 


That of course does not relate to you at all so cannot possibly be offensive. As you, being a woman, have no testicles... 
(unless, kerri, that's another secret society you're part of ....) 


As for my hatred and obsession of said person, again, | must say that | do not doubt that for him and you such 
acknowledgement has probably been a lifetime pursuit. In the absence of real, genuine validation - especially as a 
child - becoming someone's scourge or enemy is, very nearly, the next best thing. 


But alas, | am not capable of the hatred you ascribe to me. | am very capable of hating a cowardly and cruel ideology, 
though. And | will stand in the gap, unmoving, on behalf of those who have or would be the victims of such an ideology. 


| am not alone in this. 


| cannot comment on NRx's. | have said some things here that | hope some, at least, heard. | think anyone bothering to 
read this thread would recognize me as someone who knows just a few things about a few things. | wish Outside in 
nothing but the best in their goals and dreams for a better world. 


Threats of the kind you think | made are filtered through a distorted perception. They were of a spiritual nature. 'Sow 
the wind reap the whirlwind’. Like clockwork. 


It was never a scholarly debate. It is within the realm of the invisible. 

Again, as before, | offer help if you ever find the bondage you are in too overwhelming and if you truly want to be free. 
Kerri Scott Reply: 

October 25th, 2014 at 10:33 am 

You wrote: "| cannot comment on NRx..." 

...nor, it seems, with any understanding of or insight into the O9A. 


You wrote: "| do not doubt that for him and you such acknowledgement has probably been a lifetime pursuit. In the 
absence of real, genuine validation - especially as a child - becoming someone's scourge or enemy is, very nearly, the 
next best thing." 


Your hubriatic phrase - "I do not doubt" - is indicative, because yet again you (i) are indulging in diversionary 
tactics/propaganda, and (ii) are making biased assumptions about individuals you have never met. Indicative 
especially in relation to your continuing remarks and assumptions about (and apparent obsession with) DM given your 
failure to answer a previous relevant question of mine: since you have lambasted Myatt and have made and continue 
to make assumptions about him without providing any evidential proof whatsoever, it is only fitting to consider how 
your documented experiences and documented deeds compare to his. Or do you not have any similar documented - 


and both 'sinister' and 'numinous' - experiences and deeds? 


But now, and for the benefit of others who may be reading these comments, to return to the topic in question: the 
paradoxical, confusing, enigmatic, adversarial, O9A. 


For, in respect of some of the things that 'Anton Long' may have written: Ta KaTa TOV WIA ATOL toTOPLKWC EKANMTEOV fF 
MTAQOHATLKWC Kal DTOBETLKWC SLA TO EUTPOGWTOV TOD Adyou. Which, in a peripheral yet possibly interesting not to 
mention paradoxical way, may also go some way to explain the O9A mythos that seems to be developing incorporating 
as it does the weird life of a certain person. 


Which developing mythos is aided (in however small a way) by comments (‘propaganda’) such as yours (and, to a 
much lesser extent, by ripostes such as mine), generating as they do - among other things - interest in that mythos 
and that individual. With the sagacious, of course, being "inclined to dismiss the pretensions of the individual intellect 
and will" (and see through such propaganda) to thus make (or discover) the necessary 'dark connexions’, with such 
propaganda also serving to fool, distract, confuse and lead away those naturally inclined toward mundane-ness or 
possessed of a mundane ®votc. Which rather neatly brings us full circle. 


ultraZEN Reply: 
October 25th, 2014 at 10:36 am 


Okay, Simon. As an outsider to this ‘discussion’, | must confess that your 'arguments' appear increasingly hard to 
dechiffer as anything else than juvenile self-congratulatory and pompous shallow pop-psychology analysis of perceived 
subjects (ie. Myatt, ONA). 


Now you even declare that you stand, as some mighty guardian knight, "in the gap, unmoving", on behalf of past and 
future 'victims'. And what a shining sword you wield! Slashing, evading and swirling, with self-importance and imagined 
moral superiority as your shield, dashing out ad hominems and dancing away from trivialities such as civility and 
scholary understanding. 


Slash! Slash! Adolf Hitler's missing testicles! Slash! Slash! Love and understanding! Slash! Slash! Within the realm of 
the invisible! Slash! Slash! Slash! 


Simon says: 
How come you quoted all my lines except this one? 


"| don't remember ever encountering someone within whom the marriage of intelligence and lack of awareness was so 
successful." 


Kerri Scott Says: 


ultraZEN: "@simon 'arguments' appear increasingly hard to dechiffer as anything else than juvenile self-congratulatory 
and pompous shallow pop-psychology analysis of perceived subjects (ie. Myatt, ONA)." 


. Kerri Scott Says: 


“@simon ‘arguments’ appear increasingly hard to dechiffer as anything else than juvenile self-congratulatory and p 
perceived subjects (ie. Myatt, ONA).” 


Agreed, ultraZEN. 


Furthermore, perhaps Simon doesn’t appreciate that some O9A’ers - like some NRx’ers - are “inclined towards arca 
to argue that Anton Long has been playing one particular arcane cultural game, of his own devising, for over four de 
Star Game. 


Is Anton Long’s arcane cultural game (manifest as it in both the O9A and in his own strange ‘sinister-numinous’ life) 
what has been termed Western civilization, going back as that civilization does to classical Greek culture with its par 
Possibly... 


Agreed, ultraZEN. 


Furthermore, perhaps Simon doesn't appreciate that some O9A'ers - like some NRx’ers - are "inclined towards arcane 
cultural games". Indeed, it is possible to argue that Anton Long has been playing one particular arcane cultural game, 
of his own devising, for over four decades - and | don't, of course, mean The Star Game. 


Is Anton Long's arcane cultural game (manifest as it in both the O9A and in his own strange 'sinister-numinous' life) 
part of - and a positive contribution to - what has been termed Western civilization, going back as that civilization does 


to classical Greek culture with its pagan, exeatic, yet scholarly/rational ethos? Possibly... 


Source: https://web.archive.org/web/20190213042013/http://www.xenosystems.net/occult-xenosystems 


This item is in the Public Domain 


